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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to the amendment filed on 3/16/2007. Claims 3-5, 7-9, 
12-13 and 16 are pending. Applicant has cancelled claims 1-2, 6, 10, 11, 14 and 15. 
Claims 3-5, 7-9, 12-13 and 16 are examined. 

RESPONSE TO ARGUMENTS 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed on 3/16/2007 have been fully considered. 

2. In response to Applicant's arguments with respect to Examiner's rejection of 
claim 4, Applicant's amendments have overcome the 35 USC 112 rejection. Examiner's 
35 USC 112 rejection is withdrawn. 

3. In response to Applicant's arguments regarding Examiner's rejection of claims 3- 
5, 9 and 16, Examiner's 35 USC 102 rejection remains in place. 

4. In response to Applicant's argument regarding claim 12, Applicant's amended 
has resulted in Applicant's arguments moot because a new search has been 
necessitated by amendment. Claim 12 is now rejected under 35 USC 103. Claim 13 
which depends on claim 12 is also rejected under 35 USC 103. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 
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The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

2. Claims 3-5, 9 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Berckmans (US Pat. No. 6,876,981). 
Regarding claim 3: 

Berckmans teaches a transmission method for stock price information, comprising: 
a stock price update step of successively updating and storing information on stock 
prices, (see column 4, lines 8-9) 

a condition input step of inputting one or more conditions of a technical index 
conc e rning and a stock price trend of a name to be notified to a customer, 
a condition detection step of detecting by a condition detection server w hether said 
stock price updated by said stock price update step satisfies said one or more 
conditions input by said condition input step or not, (see column 4, lines 58-67) and 
a notification step of, when said one or more conditions are satisfied at said condition 
detection step, notifying said customer of the satisfaction by electronic mail, (see 
column 4, lines 10-16 and column 5, lines 5-15). 

Applicant argues that Berckmans does not teach a condition detection step. 
According to Websters II Dictionary (3 rd Edition, 2005), the definition of condition is as 
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follows: "...4. A requirement: prerequisite. 5. Something that restricts or modifies: 
qualification." The investment server determines which clients must be informed of new 
data that is received. This inherently means that other clients will not be informed of 
new data that is received. Berckmans teaches that there has to be an prerequisite or a 
qualification that some clients will be informed and other clients will not be informed of 
new data, (see column 4, lines 58-67). Therefore Berckmans teaches a condition 
detection step. 

Applicant also argues that Berckmans does not teach a condition detection 
server. The investment server is the condition detection server, (see column 4, lines 
58-67). 

Regarding claim 4, 5, 9, and 16: 

Applicant has provided no arguments regarding the validity of claims 4,5, 9, and 
16, other than they should be allowable because claim 3 is allowable. Since the office 
has shown claim 3 is still anticipated by Berckmans, claims 4, 5, 9, and 16 also remain 
rejected. 

Regarding claim 4: 

Berckmans teaches a transmission method for stock price information according 
to C l aim 2 or claim 3, wherein said information notified by said notification step includes 
said stock price trend of said name, (see column 4 } lines 1-9). 
Regarding claim 5: 

Berckmans teaches a transmission method for stock price information according 
to C l aim 2 or claim 3, wherein said condition detection step detects whether said input 
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one or more conditions are satisfied or not every [[a]] predetermined time period, (see 
column 4, lines 10-16). 
Regarding claim 9: 

Berckmans teaches a transmission method for stock price information according 
to C l aim 2 claim 3, wherein there are a plurality of addresses of said electronic mail 
notified by said notification step, (see column 4, lines 62-64). 
Regarding claim 16: 

Applicant provides no argument for allowing claim 16, other than claim 16 should 
be allowed because claim 3 is allowable. Because Examiner has maintained the 
rejection of claim 3, claim 16 also remains rejected under 35 USC 102. 

Berckmans teaches a transmission system for stock price information, (see 
column 4 generally) compos i ng comprising: 

• A notification information data base for storing one or more conditions for 
notification of a technical index concerning not i ficat i on of and a stock price of a 
specific name input from a customer terminal connected to a network and a 
customer's mail address in correspondence to each other, (see column 4, lines 
10-16). 

• A stock price storage server for updating and storing said stock price of said 
specific name on a market, (see column 4, lines 8-9). 

• A condition detection server for detecting whether said technical conditions 
stored in said notification information data base are satisfied or not using said 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/031 ,229 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3694 

stock price of said specific name stored in said stock price storage server, (see 
column 4, lines 55-67) and 
• A stock price notification mail server for transmitting, when said condition 

detection server detects that said stock price of said specific name satisfies said 
technical conditions, electronic mail to said customer mail address corresponding 
to said technical conditions, (see column 4, lines 10-16). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 7-8 and 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Berckman in view of Wesley Iverson's, "Stock trading goes wireless," November 
1998, Financial Services Online, page 24 

Regarding claim 7: 

Iverson teaches a transmission method for stock price information according to wherein 
in said electronic mail notified by said notification step, an address of a home page 
linked to a current market is mentioned, (see page 1). Iverson suggests this by 
discussing how consumers can use laptop personal computers to connect with web- 
based brokerages, (see page 22). 
Regarding claim 8: 

Iverson teaches a transmission method for stock price information according to claim 3, 
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wherein in said electronic mail notified by said notification step, an address of a home 
page linked to a certification screen to a stock buying and selling form is mentioned. 
Iverson suggests this by discussing how consumers can use laptop personal computers 
to connect with web-based brokerages, (see page 22). 

5. Claims 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Berckman in view of Matt Haig's article, "Online: E-commerce: Spread it by word or 
mouse: Why pay for banner ads when you can get customers to sell your product for 
you on the net?" (The Guardian - UK, February 15, 2001, page 14). 
Regarding claim 12: 
Berckman teaches: 

• A method for a customer terminal, comprising: ffforll transmitting and receiving 
stock price information^,]]; (see column 5, lines 59-63). 

• Displaying a screen for promoting to input one or more conditions concerning 
stock prices[[,]];(see column 5, lines 59-63) and 

• Transmitting said one or more conditions input on said screen, and when said 
input conditions are satisfied, receiving information of the satisfacat i on 
satisfaction by electronic mail[[.]],(see column 5, lines 59-63). 

Haig, not Berckman teaches that an address of a home page of a predetermined 
form of stock buying and selling is displayed in contents of said received electronic mail. 
Berckman teaches that when said address is clicked, a predetermined name with said 
one or more conditions input is input and displayed on said predetermined form, feee 
page 1). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Berckmans with Haig. Motivation to modify exists because the ability for 
investors to stay in constant contact with the market, as discussed in the Iverson prior 
art (see page 22). 
Regarding claim 13: 

Applicant has provided no argument for claim 13. Because claim 12 remains 
rejected, claim 13 is still rejected. 

Berckman teaches a customer terminal for transmitting and receiving stock price 
information according to claim 12, wherein on a same screen as said input screen, 
whether said electronic mail to be transmitted when said one or more conditions are 
satisfied is already transmitted or not is displayed, (see column 5, lines 1-16). 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Abdul Basit whose telephone number is 571 272-7246. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on 571 272 6712. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Sep/ieej^resentative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN US)W^^ANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

SUPERVISOR^! ENT EWF^\ 
aqb TECHNOLOGY CBSTER 360? \ 



